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(54) Improvements in or relating to the production of animal feed 



(57) A method for selectively enhancing animal feed 
by the addition of feed supplements to raw materials in 
accordance with a determination of the improvement in 
homogeneity of the physiological response of animals 
fed with the feedstuff. Batches of raw material for the 
feedstuff which have a nutritional value below a thresh- 
old are supplemented with a feed supplement, whereas 
batches already high in nutritional value are not supple- 



mented. This reduces the variance in nutritional value 
of the feedstuff, and improves homogeneity in the phys- 
iological response of the animals to the feedstuff. The 
nutritional value is measured in terms of the amino acid 
content, and the feed supplement is an enzyme which 
improves the digestibility of the amino acid. 
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Description 

[0001 ] The present invention relates to the production 
of animal feed and in particular to the use of feed sup- 
plements in manufacturing animal feed from raw mate- 
rials. 

[0002] Animal feeds typically consist of a mixture of 
materials. For instance a typical feed for poultry is a mix 
of wheat, barley and oats, though the ingredients can 
vary, for instance to use soya bean meal or corn, and 
the ingredients and amounts vary for different animals. 
Typically such mixed feeds are supplemented by the ad- 
dition of feed supplements which enhance the feed. For 
instance, an enzyme, which may be synthetic, can be 
added to improve the digestibility of amino acid in the 
feed. Other types of feed supplement are known to have 
this effect. Such feed supplements can reduce the ef- 
fects of natural variability in the raw materials from which 
the feed is made or reduce the variability of digestion 
within the animal. Further, they can reduce the overall 
cost of the feedstuff by reducing the amount of high cost 
ingredient which needs to be included. For instance, if 
the digestibility of an amino acid derived from wheat is 
enhanced, then less wheat needs to be included in the 
mix. 

[0003] Typically, mixed feeds are «over-formulated» 
in order that some aspect of the nutritional value of the 
feed can be guaranteed despite the natural variability in 
the raw materials. However, such over-formulation is 
uneconomic and can result in environmental pollution, 
for instance as a result of excess protein content in the 
feed. 

[0004] An important aspect of improving the feedstuff 
is in improving the nature of the final product, for in- 
stance in the case of poultry, the final product may be 
eggs or meat. While improving the quality of the final 
product is important, another important consideration is 
the consistency of the final product. For instance, im- 
proved homogeneity of egg size means that more eggs 
will fall into the categories of highest value (such as 
Grade A Large) which increases the profitability of the 
poultry flock. As another example, improved flock ho- 
mogeneity in meat-type chickens will improve homoge- 
neity when the meat is processed, thus reducing the 
number of cases which are out of specification ranges. 
Similar effects will occur with other animals, such as cat- 
tle (for milk or for meat production), sheep (for meat or 
wool production) or pigs. 

[0005] Thus, according to the present invention there 
is provided a method of formulating an animal feed com- 
prising the steps of: 

(a) analysing the effect of variation in nutritional val- 
ue of an animal feedstuff on the homogeneity of the 
physiological response of animals fed with the feed- 
stuff; 

(b) analysing the effect on the variation in nutritional 
value of the addition of a feed supplement; 



(c) analysing the effect on the cost of the feedstuff 
of the addition of the feed supplement; and 

(d) determining the amount of feed supplement to 
be added to the feedstuff on the basis of the effect 

5 on said homogeneity, of said variation in nutritional 

value, and of the cost of the feedstuff. 

[0006] The present invention provides for improved 
homogeneity in the performance of an animal popula- 
te tion by selectively supplementing a feedstuff for the an- 
imal. In particular, it concerns the selective supplemen- 
tation of ingredients for a feedstuff on the basis of anal- 
ysis of: the variation in the performance of the animals, 
and that part of the variation which is due to diet, the 

15 variation in the ingredients forming the animal feed and 
the cost of supplementing them. 
[0007] The invention, therefore, allows one to analyse 
the cost of feed supplemented by a particular feed sup- 
plement compared with the increased value of the final 

20 product resulting from improved homogeneity in the 
physiological response of the animals in order to formu- 
late a diet with maximum profit One result of the analysis 
may be the determination of whether a particular batch 
of feed should be supplemented by a particular feed 

25 supplement. Present feed formulation systems only 
maximise the cost of the diet with respect to predeter- 
mined nutrient requirements and do not consider the ho- 
mogeneity of performance as a criteria. 
[0008] The step of analysing the effect of addition of 

30 the feed supplement on the homogeneity of the physio- 
logical response may comprise analysing the relation- 
ship between the digestibility of a nutritional component 
of the animal feedstuff, and the homogeneity of the 
physical response of animals fed with the feedstuff. The 

35 effect of the feed supplement on the digestibility of the 
nutritional component may also be analysed. 
[0009] The nutritional component may be an amino 
acid and the digestibility may be measured as one of: 
the true metabolisable energy, the apparent metabolis- 

40 able energy, the ileal digestible energy, the digestible 
amino acid content, and the ileal digestible amino acid 
content. The feed supplement may be an enzyme which 
enhances the digestibility of the amino acid or any other 
feedstuff or additive known to improve digestibility and/ 

45 or improve homogeneity including but not limited to vi- 
tamins, growth promoters and probiotics. 
[0010] The analysis of the cost of feedstuff may take 
into account both the cost of the feed supplement and 
the value or price of the feedstuff after supplementation . 

so [0011] The amount of feed supplement to be added 
may be determined by measuring the nutritional value 
of the feedstuff before addition of the feed supplement 
(i.e. the ingredient/raw material). Where the nutritional 
value is the quantity of digestible amino acid, this quan- 

55 tity may be measured by near infrared spectroscopy 
(NIRS). 

[0012] The amount of feed supplement to be added 
can be varied in a progressive way, or alternatively a 
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substantially constant amount of supplement can either 
be added or not added depending on whether the nutri- 
tional value of the raw material is above or below a 
threshold. If the nutritional value of the raw material is 
below a threshold then the supplement is added. If the 
nutritional value is above the threshold, no addition is 
made. 

[0013] The invention can be embodied in a computer 
program which can be used to formulate the animal feed 
and may also control the manufacture of the animal 
feedstuff. Thus, the invention extends to a computer 
readable storage medium carrying such a computer pro- 
gram, to a computer system programmed with such a 
program, and to an animal feed manufacturing system 
incorporating the invention. 

[0014] The invention will be further described by way 
of example only with reference to the accompanying 
drawings in which:- 

Figure 1 illustrates an example of the reduction in 
the variability of digestible nutrient composition by 
adding enzymes to a feed; 

Figure 2 is a flow diagram illustrating an embodi- 
ment of the present invention; 
Figure 3 illustrates the relationship between the di- 
gestibility of the feed and the value of adding an en- 
zyme in an embodiment of the invention; and 
Figure 4 illustrates the decision process in the man- 
ufacture of the feed according to an embodiment of 
the invention. 

[0015] The invention will be illustrated by the discus- 
sion of an embodiment relating to feed for poultry, and 
in particular the improvement of digestibility of such feed 
by the addition of an enzyme. 

[0016] Enzymes improve the digestible proportion of 
feed by many mechanisms depending on the enzyme 
variety and the type of feed ration to which it is applied. 
The total amount of nutrient in the feed, however, does 
not change, and this creates an upper bound on the di- 
gestibility of a particular batch of feed. Figure 1 is a his- 
togram which illustrates a normal distribution for the av- 
erage digestibility of batches of feed (without any en- 
zyme) and feed after the addition of enzymes. In fact the 
distribution for feed batches in reality need not be nor- 
mal. The digestibility of a feedstuff can be defined in dif- 
ferent ways, but a typical way is the amount of digestible 
amino acid present in the feed. Clearly the amount of 
digestible amino acid cannot exceed the total amount of 
the amino acid present, and in fact the maximum digest- 
ible amount is somewhat below 100% of the total 
amount. This is why, even if enzymes are added to feed- 
stuff to increase the amount of digestible amino acid, 
there is an upper bound on the digestibility. As illustrated 
in Figure 1 , therefore, when enzyme is added to all of 
the batches, the distribution of digestibility increases in 
average value, but also decreases in breadth. This re- 
sults in a diet that is more consistent from batch to batch 
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in digestible nutrient composition. The effect of improv- 
ing the consistency in this way is to reduce the variability 
in the physiological response on the animals fed with 
the feedstuff. Thus, this can improve the homogeneity 

5 in the performance of the animals. For instance, in a typ- 
ical poultry feed the average digestibility may be 85% 
and the coefficient of variation 5%. The application of 
enzymes increases the average digestibility to 87%, and 
reduces the coefficient of variation to 4% (a 20% im- 

10 provement in the coefficient of variation). This improves 
the profitability of the flock and a value can therefore be 
placed on the increase in homogeneity deriving from the 
improved animal feed. This, therefore, has an influence 
on the value of the improved feed, i.e. the price the farm- 
's er is prepared to pay. 

[0017] When the variation in the digestibility is re- 
duced by incorporating enzymes in the feedstuff, most 
of the benefit comes from adding the supplement to 
batches of raw material whose digestibility is on the low 

20 end of the distribution. Thus, by analysing the variation 
in nutritional value of the raw materials and knowing the 
cost of the supplement, the best way of supplementing 
them, to produce the more homogeneous feed at a cost 
less than the price the farmer is prepared to pay, can be 

25 determined. This technique is exploited in the feed for- 
mulation and manufacturing process of the invention in 
the manner illustrated in Figure 2. 
[0018] Firstly, the average and variability of the digest- 
ible nutrient composition in the ingredient(s) is detected, 

30 for instance by NIRS 20 at Step 1 . Then in Steps 2 and 
3 the variance of digestible nutrient intake among the 
flocks, and the effect of that variance on the perform- 
ance of the flock is analysed. This is followed in Step 4 
by a determination of the economic value of reduced 

35 variance of flock performance. Then the relationship be- 
tween the digestibility of feed ingredients and/or rations 
and the effect of a particular enzyme of that digestibility 
is determined. An example relationship is illustrated in 
Figure 3 which plots the digestibility of batches of the 

40 raw material against the value of adding enzyme ex- 
pressed as a percentage: 0% being no value obtained 
by adding enzyme and 1 00% being maximum value ob- 
tained. As illustrated in Figure 3 typically there is a max- 
imum value of digestibility above which there is no ben- 

45 efit in adding enzymes. For instance, very high quality 
raw materials may have a naturally high digestibility and 
there is no benefit to be obtained in adding enzymes to 
them. Typically there also is a minimum value of digest- 
ibility d mjn , below which the effect of adding enzymes is 

50 high, but constant. Figure 3 illustrates a simple linear 
relationship in the region between d min and d max , though 
the function may be non-linear. 

[0019] Between the values of d min and d max a thresh- 
old can be set, d*, which is the value of digestibility be- 
55 low which the vatue of enzyme application is greater 
than the cost of applying the enzyme. In other words, 
for batches of raw material which have a digestibility 
close to d max , the cost of applying the enzyme will be 
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greater than the value of the improved feedstuff. How- 
ever, for batches of raw material which have a digesti- 
bility between d* and d min the cost of adding the enzyme 
will be less than the increased value. 
[0020] Thus, in Figure 2 Step 5 involves the calcula- 
tion of d* and Step 6 involves the formulation of the an- 
imal feed in accordance with the digestibility of the raw 
material and the value of d*. 

[0021] Figure 4 illustrates the overall decision proc- 
ess. Step 40 involves the determination of the functional 
relationship and determination of d*, and also the de- 
velopment of the NIRS calibration which allows the 
measurement of digestibility of the incoming raw mate- 
rials. In Step 42 the feed ingredients are screened by 
NIRS and the digestibility of each feed ration batch is 
estimated. The value of digestibility for each batch is 
compared to the threshold d* in Step 44, and if it is great- 
er than the threshold then the raw material is used with- 
out supplement to formulate the animal feed in Step 46. 
If, however, the value of digestibility is lower than the 
threshold d*, then enzyme is added in Step 48 to in- 
crease the digestibility. The supplemented raw materi- 
als are then used to formulate the animal feed. 
[0022] It should be noted that the nutritional value of 
the raw material may be measured in other ways, and 
the amount of other nutrients, rather than the digestibil- 
ity, can be measured. For example, the digestible por- 
tion of dietary energy, called metabolisable energy (ME) 
may be measured using an in-vitro method. The inven- 
tion is also applicable to the supplementation of raw ma- 
terials with other feed supplements, that effect animal 
performance. Furthermore, although the example 
above relates to the measurement of one parameter and 
the addition of one supplement, in a given feedstuff it is 
possible to measu re more than one parameter, each be- 
ing enhanceable by the same or a different additive. 



Claims 

1 . A method of formulating an animal feed comprising 
the steps of: 

(a) analysing the effect of variation in nutritional 
value of an animal feedstuff on the homogene- 
ity of the physiological response of animals fed 
with the feedstuff; 

(b) analysing the effect on the variation in nu- 
tritional value of the addition of a feed supple- 
ment; 

(c) analysing the effect on the cost of the feed- 
stuff of the addition of the feed supplement; and 

(d) determining the amount of feed supplement 
to be added to the feedstuff on the basis of the 
effect on said homogeneity, of said variation in 
nutritional value, and of the cost of the feedstuff. 

2. A method according to claim 1 wherein the step of 



analysing the effect of addition of the feed supple- 
ment on the homogeneity of the physiological re- 
sponse comprises: 

5 analysing the relationship between the digest- 

ibility of a nutritional component of the animal 
feedstuff and the homogeneity of the physiolog- 
ical response of animals fed with the feedstuff; 
and 

10 analysing the effect on the digestibility of the 

nutritional component of the feed supplement. 

3. A method according to claim 2 wherein the nutrition- 
al component is an amino acid. 

15 

4. A method according to claim 2 wherein the digest- 
ibility is measured as one of: the true metabolizable 
energy, the apparent metabolizable energy, the ileal 
digestible energy, the digestible amino acid content 

20 and the ileal digestible amino acid content. 

5. A method according to claim 2, 3 or 4 wherein the 
feed supplement is an enzyme which enhances the 
digestibility of an amino acid in the feedstuff. 

25 

6. A method according to claim 1 wherein the feed 
supplement is a feed additive that improves digest- 
ibility of the feed and/or animal performance and is 
selected from vitamins, supplemental amino acids, 

30 growth promoters and probiotics. 

7. A method according to any one of the preceding 
claims wherein the analysis of the effect on the cost 
of the feedstuff takes into account the cost of the 

35 feed supplement. 

8. A method according to any one of the preceding 
claims wherein the analysis of the effect on the cost 
of the feedstuff takes into account the value of the 

40 feedstuff supplemented by the feed supplement. 

9. A method according to any one of the preceding 
claims wherein the step of determining the amount 
of feed supplement to be added comprises the step 

45 of determining the nutritional value of the feedstuff 
before addition of the feed supplement. 

10. A method according to claim 9 wherein the step of 
determining the nutritional value of the feedstuff 

so comprises measuring the digestibility of a compo- 
nent of the feedstuff by NIRS. 

11. A method according to claim 9 or 10 wherein the 
step of determining the amount of feed supplement 

55 to be added comprises the step of setting a thresh- 
old for the nutritional value of the feedstuff before 
addition of the feed supplement, below which the 
feed supplement is to be added and above which 
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the feed supplement is not to be added. 

12. A method according to claim 9 or 10 wherein the 
step of determining the amount of feed supplement 
to be added comprises preferentially supplement- 
ing low nutritional value feedstuff. 

13. A method according to any one of the preceding 
claims further comprising the step, in accordance 
with the result of the determination, of selectively 
adding the feed supplement. 

14. A method according to any one of the preceding 
claims wherein the physiological response is the 
quality, quantity or consistency in the product or 
growth of the animals. 

1 5. A method accordi ng to claim 1 4 wherein the product 
is eggs, milk or wool. 

16. A method of manufacturing an animal feedstuff 
which includes the step of formulating the feedstuff 
according to the method of any one of the preceding 
claims. 

17. An animal feedstuff manufactured according to the 
method of claim 16. 

18. A computer program comprising program code 
means for controlling a computer system to execute 
or control the steps of any one of the preceding 
claims. 

19. A computer readable storage medium carrying a 
computer program in accordance with claim 18. 

20. A system for the manufacture of animal feedstuffs 
by supplementing raw material with feed supple- 
ment comprising: 

a data processor programmed to: analyse the 
effect of variation in the nutritional value of the 
raw material on the homogeneity of the physi- 
ological response of animals fed with the feed- 
stuff; to analyse the effect on the variation in 
nutritional value of the raw material of the ad- 
dition of a feed supplement thereto; to analyse 
the effect on the cost of the feedstuff of the ad- 
dition of the feed supplement, and to determine 
the amount of feed supplement to be added to 
the feedstuff on the basis of the effect on said 
homogeneity, of said variation in nutritional val- 
ue, and of the cost of the feedstuff; and 
a feed supplement supply device fo r selectively 
adding the feed supplement to the raw material 
in the determined amount. 

21. A system according to claim 20 wherein the feed 
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supplement is one of: an enzyme which enhances 
the digestibility of an amino acid in the feedstuff; a 
growth promoter; and a probiotic. 

5 22. A system according to claim 20 or 21 further com- 
prising an analysis device for determining the nutri- 
tional value of the raw material. 

23. A system according to claim 22 wherein the analy- 
w sis device is an NIR spectrometer. 
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1. Determine the average and variability of digestible 
nutrient composition of the feed with NIRS 




1.0 



2. Measure the variance of digestible nutrient intake 
among flocks (obtain feed delivery / consumption dataL 




Feed Delivery 
Variance 




Eggs or Meat 



3. Relate digestible nutrient intake to performance 
among flocks (obtain grow-out / egg size data). 



\ 




A. Determine economic value of reduced variance of flock 
performance. 



5. Modify the nutrient composition matrix according to NIRS 
measurements and the feed specifications according to the 
enzyme effect on ME and digestible nutrient composition. 



6. Formulate diets at least cost while considering the effect of 
enzyme incorporation on nutrient intake and flock 
performance, 



7 



EP 1 188 382 A1 




xeuj p 



</> 
o 

U) 



uiw p 



v O vO vO s« sp sO sO sO >a 

OOOOOOOOOOO 

oooor-com^cocvjT- 



uoi)eoj|ddv auiAzug jo enie/y 



CD 



« £ 

DX) 5 

£ ■a 

O 4) 



e 

g £ 3 
« 8 -o 



8 



EP 1 188 382 A1 



CO 

o 

o 

S3 

o 

O 

Q 

o 



o 

• rH 

O 

h4 




9 



EP1 188 382 A1 




European Patent 
Office 



EUROPEAN SEARCH REPORT 



Apptlcatlon Number 

EP 00 12 0086 



DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT 



Category 



Citation of document with indication, where appropriate. 
of retevant passages 



Relevant 
to claim 



CLASSIFICATION OF THE 
APPLICATION (lnt.CI.7) 



ESTEVE-GARCIA, E. , AND LLAURADO, LL.: 
"Performance, breast meat yield and 
abdominal fat deposition of male broiler 
chickens fed diets supplemented with 
DL-methionine or OL-methionine analogue 
free acid" 

BRITISH POULTRY SCIENCE.. 

vol. 38, no. 4, 1997, pages 397-404, 

XP000982353 

LONGMAN GROUP . , GB 

ISSN: 0007-1668 

* figure 1 ; tables 1,2,4 * 

* page 400, column 2, paragraph 3 * 



CRAVENER, T. L., ROUSH, W. B., AND 
D'ALFONSO, T. H. : "Laying hen production 
responses to least cost rations formulated 
with stochastic programming or linear 
programming with a margin of safety" 
POULTRY SCIENCE , 

vol. 73, no. 8, 1994, pages 1290-1295, 

XP000982350 

CHAMPAIGN, IL, US 

ISSN: 0032-5791 

See whole document 



VAN KEMPEN, T. A. T. G. t AND SIMMINS, P. 
H. : "Near-Infrared reflectance 
spectroscopy in precision feed 
formulation" 

APPLIED POULTRY SCIENCE, 

vol. 6, 1997, pages 471-477, XP000946408 

See whole document 

-/-- 



1-4,6-9 
12-17 



A23K1/00 
A01K5/00 



10,11 

1-4,6-9, 
12-22 



TECHNICAL FIELDS 
SEARCHED (taLCI.7) 



A23K 
A01K 



23 

10,11,23 



The present search report has been drawn up lor an claims 



Place erf eearcn 



THE HAGUE 



Dale of correction ol the saercri 

21 February 2001 



E'j amine r 

Rooney, K 



CATEGORY OF CITED DOCUMENTS 

X : particularly relevant if taken alone 

Y : particularly retevant If combined with anolher 

documeni ot the same category 
A . technological background 
O: non -written disclosure 
P : intnrmediale document 



T : theory or principle underlying Ihe invention 
E : earlier patent documeni. but published on. or 

after the filing date 
D : documeni cied wi the application 
L : document died for other reasons 



& member or the same patent family, corresponding 
documeni 



10 



EP1 188 382 A1 



J 



European Patent 
Office 



EUROPEAN SEARCH REPORT 



Application Number 

EP 00 12 0086 



DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT 



Category 



Citation of document with indication, where appropriate, 
of relevant passages 



Relevant 
to claim 



CLASSIFICATION OF THE 
APPLICATION llntCl.7) 



WO 83 02158 A (BUDAPESTI MUESZAKI EGYETEM 
;MUESZERIPARI MUEVEK LAB (HU)) 
23 June 1983 (1983-06-23) 

* page 9 P line 9; examples 1-4 * 

* claims 1-3 * 



1-23 



TECHNICAL FIELDS 
SEARCHED (lntCI.7) 



The present seaich report has been drawn up for aJI claims 



Place of search 

THE HAGUE 



Dato ot completion of the score* 

21 February 2001 



Examinei 

Rooney, K 



CATEGORY OF CITED DOCUMENTS 

X : partlcutariy relevant it taken alone 

Y . particularly relevant If combined with anolher 

document ot the same category 
A : technological background 
O : non-written disclosure 
P : intermediate document 



7 : theoiy or principle underlying the invention 
E : earlier patent document, but published on. or 

after the filing date 
D : document cited in the applcatton 
I. : document died tor other masons 



A : member of lha same patent family, ivnesponding 
document 



11 



EP1 188 382 A1 



ANNEX TO THE EUROPEAN SEARCH REPORT 

ON EUROPEAN PATENT APPLICATION NO. EP 00 12 0086 



This annex lists the patent lamily membersrelating to the patent documents cited in the above-mentioned European search report. 
The members are as contained in the European Patent Office EDP file on 

The European Patent Office is in no way liable for these particulars which are merely given for the purpose of information. 

21-02-2001 



Patent document 
cited in search report 


Publication 
date 


Patent family 
member(s) 


Publication 
date 


WO 8302158 A 


23-06-1983 


HU 


188116 


6 


28-03-1986 




BR 


8208028 


A 


22-11-1983 






DE 


3249175 


A 


17-11-1983 






0E 


3249175 


T 


17-11-1983 



£ For more details about this annex : see Official Journal of the European Patent Office, No. 12/82 



12 



